If the speed of light is independent of the movement of its source, then it should make no difference at all when clocks are synchronized using light sources at rest or moving ones. It seems it does. When clocks are synchronized in two reference frames, moving relatively to one another, the causal relations between two particular events will depend on whether sources at rest or moving ones have been used. This inconsistency will appear solid evidence that the speed of light can never be invariant.
Introduction
When we are moving toward a source of light, then surely that light must strike us with a higher speed than to an observer for which the light source is at rest . How can it be otherwise? Indeed, in classical mechanics all speeds, whether of solid bodies or of light, are different for observers moving relative to one another. On the other hand, Maxwell's equations seem to imply that the speed of light c cannot change and is a direct result of basic laws of nature i.e. 0 0 1 c    Einstein " resolved" this conundrum by critically analyzing the operations involved in synchronizing clocks. Convinced that the propagation mode of electromagnetic radiation is described by Maxwell's equations, Einstein developed Special Relativity theory accordingly. He postulated the speed of light being independent of the movement of its source and concluded that simultaneity must be relative. He therefore insists that absolute time (simultaneity), assumed in classical mechanics , must be abandoned. What has been overlooked though, is that simultaneity and causality are closely linked. They both concern the concept "time" whereby the causal relations are definitely absolute. When the speed of light is indeed independent of the movement of its source, then it should make no difference at all when clocks are synchronized using light sources at rest or moving ones. It does make a difference.
In the argument , I will describe two similar situations in which clocks are synchronized in two reference frames moving relative to one another. In the former , only one light source is used which obviously must be moving with respect to at least one of the reference frames. In the latter, the signal sources are at rest with respect to the clocks.
At first sight , both synchronization procedures yield identical results . However, the causal relations between two particular events will depend on whether signal sources at rest or moving ones have been used. This inconsistency will appear conclusive evidence that the speed of light could never be invariant, despite the many experimental results which seem to suggest otherwise. i To fully appreciate the argument, some concepts have to be addressed first ; causality , and the one-way speed of light leading to Einstein's definition of simultaneity 2 Causality and simultaneity Pick any two events in the history of the universe and call them X and Y . Then one of three things will always be true . Either X could be a cause of Y, or Y could be a cause of X, or neither could be a cause of the other. For example, let event denote the emission of a signal from some place in space and event the arrival of that signal at a distant place, then and are said to be causally related. Because signals with infinite propagation speed do not exist, causally connected events are never simultaneous events. Their time sequence , the succession of cause and result, is absolute and unambiguous. Furthermore, in the classical world of arbitrarily fast signals, every pair of events which are not happening at the same time are potentially causally connected. Only simultaneous events are guaranteed to be causally unrelated . This last is different in Special Relativity theory . Causally unrelated events do not necessarily happen simultaneously and if they don't , their time ordering is ambiguous and depend on the movement of the observer.
As we can see, simultaneity and causality are closely linked. Causally related events are never simultaneous events, while simultaneous events can never be causally connected . The causal relations are a powerful tool because they enable one-way light speeds to be compared without the need to know their numerical magnitudes. As we'll see next, the magnitude of the one-way speed of light cannot be determined at all without introducing a definition of simultaneity. In this way, one-way speeds are always more or less conventional. The causal relations can avoid this conventionality aspect while still be able to establish the (in)equality of multiple one-way light speeds.
3 The circular reasoning and the one-way speed of light.
At a first sight, it would seem that the experimental determination of the oneway speed of light is a single task. It is only necessary to have a source of light emitting from point A and let the light travel the path of length L to arrive at point B. Then, by measuring the time the light takes to travel from point A to B it seems possible to obtain the one-way speed of light simply by dividing the length L by the time difference measured by the two clocks. Still this appearance of simplicity is only an illusion. To measure the initial time, the time of departure of the pulse of light from point A we need a clock placed at that point. To determine the arriving time, the final time, another clock must be placed at point B. The transit time will then be the time difference of the two readings, if and only if the two clocks are synchronized. Now the problem is, to synchronize clocks, one needs to know the one-way velocity of light, but to determine the one-way velocity of light, one requires synchronized clocks .
Aware of this circular reasoning , Einstein wrote in his famous 1905 paper on Special Relativity ii : "we have not defined a common 'time' for A and B, for the latter cannot be defined at all unless we establish by definition that the time required by light to travel from A to B equals the time it requires to travel from B to A" . The flash of light must pass M ( i.e. event 2) on the way to M' and upon arriving at M' ( i.e. event 3) can hold information that event 2 already has happened . The two events are connected by a signal, hence , the events are guaranteed to be causally related. Therefore, their time ordering is unambiguous. From this fact , one can deduce that the time interval T the light took to travel from O to M must be less then the time interval T ' the light took to go from O' to M' . Logical sense suggests that the one-way speed of light S c in S, is different and exeeding from to the one-way light speed
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/ t d u  , u being the muzzle velocity of the shot gun. Obviously, this synchronization is equivalent to that using light , since it would be so in absolute space, and since in SR every inertial frame is as good as absolute space. First of all, the events happen at the different places in space. We can imagine an observer halfway between these two events who sees them happening simultaneous. Another observer moving relative to the first, will perhaps see event II before event III. Yet another might see event II later then event III . In SR, these observers will conclude that the time ordering of the two events II and III is ambiguous and depends on the state of motion of the observer. As we have seen, the existence of an ambiguity in the time ordering of events proves that the events can never be causally related to one another. We also have seen that causally unrelated events are guaranteed to happen simultaneously in the classical sense, hence one may
